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4A FURHER ACCOUNT of the Life 
and Trial of JOHN HUS. 


S foon tas the News of John Hus’s 
A Imprifonment came to Prague, the 

Bohemian Lords heard it with great 
Indignation. They writ, in the Month of 
December, feveral Letters to the Emperor, to 
defire that Prince that John Hus fhould be fet 
at Liberty. In the Firft Letter, Three of 
thofe Lords, {peaking in the Name of all, 
reprefented to Sigi{mund, that at the Defire 
of John Hus, they asked Conrad their Arch- 
bifhop, in one of their Affemblies, whether 
he had ever obferved that John Hus had 
taught any Error; and that the Prelate decla- 
red, of his own Will, and without any 
Conftraint, that he bad never found one erre- 
neous Uord in the Writings of that Divine, 
and that he was not his Accufer. The fame 
Lords fent to the Emperor that Declaration, 
fealed up with their own Seal, and befought 
him to procure the Enlargement of John 
Hus, that he might be able co confound his 
Accufers, This Letrer, far from having the 
defired Effe&t, moved the Enemies of John 
hus to get him more clofely confined. At 
the Sollicitation of Palerz, and other Li- 
vines, he was removed into the Monattery 





t See the laf Memoirs. 


of the Dominicans, where he fell fick, by 
Reafon of the Stink, and other Inconveni- 
encies of his Prifon. 

This Tl Treatment moved the Bohemian 
Lords to write to the Emperor a larger and 
more prefling Letter than the laft. They 
reprefented to him, that john Hus went co 
the Council of his own Will, to confute the 
falfe Accufations brought in againft him, and 
againft Bohemia ; that he defires to be heard 
in a full Council, in order to fhew the Pu- 
rity of his Do&rine, declaring that he is 
ready to retract, if he can be conviéted of 
any Error; that though every body knows 
he went to Conftance, being provided with a 
Safe-Condu& from his Imperial Majefty, yer 
he has been confined to a dreadful Prifon ; 
that the World is amazed at the Pope’s Con- 
duét , who has attempted to get an innocent 
Man imprifoned againft the Publick Faith, 
and without alledging any Reafon for it ; 
that fuch a Precedent may encourage every 
body to flight the Publick Faith, and expofe 
the beft Men to the Infults of the Wicked. 
They conclude, befeeching the Emperor ro 
fet John Hus at Liberty, that he may be 
cleared, if he is innocent, or punithed, if he 
is found guilty. We take God to witness, fay 
they, shat it would be a mortal Grief to us, to 
hear that any thing bas been tranfathed to the 
Difbonour of your Majcfty, much more that you 
have defiled your felf with fuch an enormous In- 
juftice. You may by your Prudcnce and Wifdom 
make up every thing that bas been done amif;, 
and manage ,he whole Matter at your Plealure, 

Oo Not- 
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Notwithftanding that Letter, John Has. re- 
mained a Prifoner Two Months in the Con- 
vent of the Dominicans; and then he was 
again removed to the Francifcans t. 

Whillt John Hus was under Confinement, 
the Commiffaries on the one Side, ufed all 
their Endeavours to perfuade him to make 
fome Retra&tation ; and on the other, his 
Enemies left nothing unattempted to aggra- 
vate his Condemnation, as it appears from 
many of his Letters. Thougha Prifoner, 
though fick, and vexed all manner of ways, 
he anfwered every thing in particular; but 
he declared at the fame time, that he defired 
to have a publick Audience; and that not- 
withftanding all che Proceedings of the Com- 
miffaries, he would only ftand to the Deci- 
fion of the Council. He had been a long 
time fuing for fuch an Audience; and the 
Emperor told him that he fhould have it. 
John Hus {ays fo in his Thirty Fourth Letter ; 
but he did not much rely upon the Emperor’s 
Promife. Whilft he was thus floating be- 
tween Hope and Fear, he was renfoéved into 
anew Prifon. For the Pope’s Servants, to 
whofe Cuftody he had been committed in 
the Convent of rhe Francifcans, and with 
whom he appears very well fatisfied in his 
LIL. Letter, having followed their Mafter to 
Schafhaufen, he was delivered fome Days af- 
ter to the Bifhop of Conffance, and then 
carried to the Fortrefs of Gotleben, half a 
League from Conffance. One may fee in his 
LVith Letter, which he writ to the Bobemi- 
an Gentlemen, who were at Confance, how 
much he was alarmed at the Departure of 
thofe Keepers, who had ufed him fo kindly. 
That Letter muft have been written the 24th 
of March. 

The Bohemian Lords writ a Letter to the 
Council the 14th of May, wherein they de- 
fired that John Hus fhould be fet at Liberty ; 


but that Letter, and the Remonitrances of 


the Bohemian Deputies, proved ineffectual. 
It. ought cto be obferved, that the Arrival, 
the Flight, and Return of Jerome ef Prague 
did very much contribute to exafperate the 
Council againft Jobm Hus. His Enemies im- 
proved that Opportunity to render him 





1 Some Authors fay , that John Hus under. 
tuck t0 rum away 5 but Mr. Lenfant alledges fe- 
wcral Reafons, that may make one doubt of it, 
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more odious ; and whilft he. was a Pr; 


iforer 
they drew up feveral Lifts of his Errors’ 
> 


fometimes ftriking out an Article, and fome. 
times adding another, as they thought it ne. 
ceflary to haften, or to aggravate his Con. 
demation. 

Ic is certain, that the Council ufed the; 
utmoft Endeavours to prevent a publick Ex. 
amination of John Hus. On the one Side 
all the Doftors were of Opinion, that no 
Heretick onght to have a publick Hearing ; 
and on the other, ic was feared that fome 
Sedition might happen in fuch an Audience 
Wherefore the Council thought fit to fend 
Deputies to Gotleben, in hopes that he would 
make fome Retrattation, or Declaration 
which might difpenfe them from giving him 
a publick Hearing. It appears from fome 
Letters of John Hus, that thofe private Inter. 
rogatories, which were pretty frequent, 
made his Friends uneafy ; and they withed 
he would not anfwer them. Befides, thofe 
Interrogatories were attended with Violence. 
and Infults, that might fhake the Conftancy 
of a Man already weakened by a long and 
hard Confinement. The Examination, which 
he underwent the firlt of Fume, was doubt. 
lefs of that Sort. Michael de Canfis, fays 
john Hus in one of his Letters, was there 
holding @ Paper in his Hand, and urging the 
Patriarch of Conftantinople to make me ane 
{wer every Article, He contrives every Day fome 
new thing. God has permitted by reafon of my. 
Sins, that be and Paletz should rife up again 
me: Michael examines, like an Inquifitor, all 
my Letters, and all my Difcourfes; and Paletz 
mentions all the Converfations, which we have 
had together for feveral Years, The Patriarch 
faid aloud, that I have a great deal of Muncy. 
An Archbifbop told me in a full Audience, that 
I have Seventy Thoufand Florins. Ha! hat 
faid Paletz to me, what is become of that Gown 
full of Florins? I have fuffered this Day a great 
Vexation. It was probably in the fame Au- 
dience, that the Deputies prefented to him 
Thirty Articles, which were read afterwards 
in a publick Seffion, and asked him whether 
he would defend or difown them. One 
would think from the Report of the Com- 
miffaries, that John Hus anfwered then, that 
he would fubmit to the Decifion of the Council: 
Nay, his Friends appeared uneafy at that 
Anf{wer,, becaufe it was publickly talked of, 
as if it had been a Kind of Retrattation. 


But the contrary is manifeft from his Levies 
BD 











In the XVch, which-he writ after his publick 
Audience, he fays, He never promifed to fab- 
mit to the Council but conditionally ; and that be 
has protefied in many particular Audiences, as 
he has done fince in publick, that he would [ube 
mit to the Information, Direfion, and Juftice of 
the Council, WHEN THEY SHEW HIM that 
he has writ, taught, and anfwercd any thing 
contrary to Truth. This isthe fame Protefta- 
tion, which he had made in the Beginning, 
without ever departing from it. And there- 
fore in particular Audiences, he was con- 
tented to explain himfelf about the Articles 
objected againift him, denying fome, and ex- 
pounding others in their true Senfe; but 
when they asked him, whether he would 
maintain an Article, he declared chat he 
would not, becaufe he expeSed the Decifi- 
on of the Council, that is, he would have a 
publick Audience, without engaging him- 
felf in particular Audiences. However, 
not contented to anfwer by Word of Mouth, 
he gave alfo his Anfwers in Writing , left 
they fhould be altered by his Enemies. 
Some Days after that particular Audience, 
john Hus was brought from Gctleben to Con- 
fiance, into the Monaftery of the Francifcans, 
where he remained in Irons till he was con- 
demned. Upon the Day of his Arrival, 
which was the sth of June, the Cardinals, 
the Prelates, and almoft all the Ecclefiafticks 
that were at Confance, thought it expedient 
to examine the Articles, which had been 
extrafied out of his Books, and the Tefti- 
monies on which they were grounded, be. 
fore they fhould bring him into the Affem- 
bly. But Peter Maldowiewitz , a Hufite, who 
happened to be there, doubtlels as a publick 
Notary, perceiving that they were going to 
condemn John Hus, without hearing him, 
went immediately to Wence/faus de Dubs, and 
Fobn de Chlum, and gave them notice of what 
paffed. Thofe Two Lords acquainted the 
Emperor with it. Whereupon that Prince 
fent the Ele&tor Palatin, and the Burgrave of 
Nuremberg to the Prelates, to forbid them in 
his Name to judge John Hw without giving 
him a favourable Audience , and to enjoin 
them at the fame time to fend to his Impe- 
rial Majefty thofe Articles, which they 
thought to be erroneous, becaufe he would 
have them examined by Men of Learning 
and Probity. The Princes having pertorm- 
ed their Commiffion, the Prelates put off the 
Examination of the Articles, till Yehm tu 
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fhould be prefent; but they refafed to fend 
thofe Articles to rhe Emperor, according to 
Thetbaldus. Before Fobm tus was fent for, 
the Two Bobewian Lords, juft now menti- 
oned, prefented to the Elector Palatin, and 
the Burgrave of Nuremberg, fome of his 
Books, out of which the Articles relating to 
his Do&rine had been extracted, defiring 
them to produce thofe Books in the Affem. 
bly, and to get them reftored to them, that 
they might convince of Falfification the 
Accufers of fobs Hu:, if there was Occafion 
for it. As foon as the Princes had delivered 
thofe Books to the Affembly, John Hus was 
brought in, and they withdrew. When he 
came in, they fhewed him his Works, which 
he acknowledged, and offered ro retract him. 
felf, if they contained any Error. After- 
wards they began to read the Articles; bur 
they had hardly made an End of reading the 
firft, with the Teftimonies on which ic was 
grounded, when there arofe fuch a Tumult, 
that the Fathers could not hear one another, 
far from being able to hear the Anfwers of 
John Hus. When the Noife began co be over, 
John Hus undertook to defend himfelf by the 
Authority of the Scripture, and the Fathers; 
but he was interrupted, as if he had {poke 
unfeafonably; and they railed at him, and 
gave him many injurious Words. When he 
faid nothing, his Silence was looked upon 
as an Approbation, though he declared thar 
he was filent againft his Will, and becaufe 
they would not hearhim. Ina word, eve- 
ry thing was then tranfacted with fo much 
Confufion, that, for the Honour of the 
Council, the wifeft Members of the Aifem- 
bly thought fit co put off that Affuir till 
another Day. 

It was a Friday the Seventh of June, a 
Day memorable for a great Eclipfe of the 
Sun, about Seven of the Clock in the Morn- 
ing. An Hour after the Eclipfe, the Prelates 
being met again in the Prefence of the Em. 

eror, whom the Bohemian Lords defired to 
* there, in order to prevent the Dilorder, 
which had happened in the Firft Affembly, 
4ohm Hus appeared the Second Lime, fur- 
rounded by a great many Soldiers. Weme: ous 
de Duba, John de Chium, and Peterthe Notary 
above-mentioned , followed the Emperor to 
be Wicoefles of that Audience. Every bos 
dy being feated, Michael de Caufis read a Pa- 
per containing thefe Words. Jolin Hus £4 
taught in Bethichem Chapel, and in otver Pia- 
Oo 2 f 





SS es 
- fy mwtnemeee 





292 


ces at Prague, a preat many Errors, partly tae 
ken from Wicliffe’s Books, and partly of his 
own Invention, and has always maintainted them 
with the utmoft Obftinacy, as he does ftill. The 
Firft w, That the Material Bread remains in the 
Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper after the Confe- 
cration and the Pronunciation of the Words. 
This Michael de Caufis undertook to prove by 
the Teftimony of many Clergymen of 
Prague, among whom was Andrew Broda, 
Canon of that City. Joha Hus anfwered 
that Article, by calling God to witnefs, that 
he had never zedvanced fuch a Propofition, 
and never believed it. He only confeffed 
that the Archbifhop of Prague, having for- 
bidden him to ufe the Word Bread, he could 
not confent to it, becaufe in the VIth Chap- 
ter of St. John’s Gofpel, Chrift calls himfelf 
feveral times, the Bread of Angels, which came 
down from Heaven, to give Life to the World, 
( John Hus means the Bread from Heaven, and 
the Bread of Life.) Whereupon the Cardinal 
of Cambray asked him to perplex him, Whe- 
ther he believed the Usiverfale a parte rei. 
‘john Has having anfwered that he believed ic, 
becaule it was the Do&trine of Anfelm, and 
fome other Do&tors; the Cardinal made a 
Dilemma to prove to him, that he muft ei- 
ther renounce the Univerf{zle a parte rei, or 
believe that the Material Bread remains after 
the Confecration, John Hus came off by 
faying , that Tranfubfantiation was a Miracle, 
fiom which no Confequence could be drawn 
concerning Natural Things. This Anfwer 
is much like that of fome of our Moderna 
Philofophers to thofe, who pretended to 
prove, that their Principles were contrary 
to the real Prefence and Tranfubftantiation. 
Afcer all, the Obje&tion of Cardinal de 
Cambray did not more particularly concern 
John Hus than all the Scotifts, who believed 
the Univerfale a parte rei; and it muft be con- 
teffed, that it was a Quibble unworthy of 
that Prelate, who inftead of refting fatisfied 
with the formal Declaration of fohn Hw, had 
a mind to extort an Herely from him by 
Scholaftick Subtilties. An Englifhman. ha- 
ving urged the fame Argument, John Hus 
called it a childifh Argument, leaving it to 
be anfwered by rhe meaneft Students. Ano- 
ther Englfh .Clergyman having objected 


again‘t him, that the Bread mult needs re- 
1; ain in the Eucharift, fince it was not anni- 
lilacd, he anfwered, That though the 
Becad was not annihilated, yet-it ceafed to 
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be Bread by Tranfubfantiation. 


upon a Third Engi:fbman faid, that F5 
exprefled himfelf craftily, as ah 


Where. 


done before him. fur, faid he, Wicliffe 
granted the fame things; and yet he believed 
that the Material Bread remains Still after the 
Confecration ; nay, he explained according to his 
Notion the Decree of the Council of Lateran 
which eftablifhes Tranfubfanti ation. Fobn Hu 
having anfwered that he {poke fincerely, and 
without any Ambiguity, thar Englifh Divine 
asked him, Whether the Body of Chrift 
which was born of Mary, which fuffered 
died, and was raifed from the Dead, sad 
which fits at the Right Hand of God, is 
wholiy and really in the Sacrament of the 
Altar. The Anfwer does not appezr in the 
Relation ; but Theobaldus fays that John Hus 
affirmed it pofitively ; and the Council mutt 
needs have been fatisfied with his Anfwer, 
fince one of thofe Englifhmen, who preffed 
him fo hard, acknowledged openly, that he 
wes Orthodox upoa the Eucharift. Bur 
John Stokes, another Englifhman, maintained, 
that he had feen at Prague a Treatife afcribed 
to Jubn Hus, in which it was faid in exprefs 
Words, That the Material Bread remains after, 
the Confecration. Fohn Hus denied it: Salva 
reverentia non eff verum, And indeed. ’tis 
certain, he did not believe that the Material 
Bread remained afrer the Confecration; for. 
in his Treatife of the Body of Chrift, he: tays. 
the common Bread becomes by Confecration 
a SuperfubRantial, or Supernatural Bread, and 
that the Manducation of the Body of Chiift. 
is confined to the Accidents of the Bread. 
Nay, he mentions in that Treatife the Do- 
&trine of Berengarius, as a great Herefy. Jt 
was, fays he, a great Herely of Berengarius, 
for which he was defamed, fince ke held that the 
Bread, which is laid upon the Altar, is Bread 
not confecrated before the Confecration ; and that 
after the Confecration, it is only confecrated 
Bread, and not the true Body of Chrift. 

It being impoflible to make any Reply to 
John Huss Defence upon that Head, the 
Prelates had recourfe ta the Witneffes, who, 
far from retracting, added new Accufations 
to the others. A Curate of Prague told him 
in a reproachful Manner , that he had called 
St. Gregory a Butfoon, when the Authority 
of that Pope was alledged againft him ; but 
he denied it, and declared, that he always 
looked upon Gregory as a moft Holy Dotiot 
of the Church. Afterwards the Cardinal of 

Fiyrenee 
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Florence {poke to Fobn Hus in thefe Words. 
‘““ You know, that every Word ought to 
‘““ ftand upon the Depofition of Two or 
“ Three Witneffes. But there are here 
** above Twenty, who are all credible Men. 
“* Some have heard thofe things from your 
‘own Mouth ; others have them from good 
“ Hands; and chey confirm their Teftimony 
“ by fuch folid Reafons, that we cannot 
“* bur give Credit to what they fay”. Joby 
Hus took God and his own Contcience ro 
witnefs , that he had never taught what was 
imputed to him, and that if the Evidence 
was {till more numerous, it could not pre. 
vail againft the Teftimony of his Con{cience. 
“* We have no Right , [aid the Cardinal, to 
try you according, to your Confctience, 
‘* but upon thé Word of fo many unexcep- 
* tionable Witnefles, who difcover no Ha. 
‘* tred-nor Paffion againft you, though you 

pretend the contrary. You fay, for In- 
** flance, that Stephen Paletz is fufpe&ed by 
** you, and that he has made unfaithful Ex- 
“* tracts out of your Works. But in this 
you do him a great deal of Wrong, fince 
“ he has made thofe Extracts very faithfully, 
~and even exprefled the Articles in fofter 
Words, than they are in your Writings. 
Nor have you any Reafon to fufpe& other 
Excellent Men , fuch as the Chancellor of 
the Univerfity of Paris, who is fo Emi- 
* nent for his. Merit in all. Chriftendom”, 
The Cardinal meant Zohn Gerfon ; and indeed 
it appears from fome of Fohm Hus's Letters, 
that he was diflatisfied with that French Di- 
vine, whom he. accufes of Impofture and 
Calumoy. What is certain, is, that John 
Gerfon, and the other Do®ors of the Univer- 
fity of Paris, were no Friends to Jeon Hrw’s 
Ojinions, as it appears from a fevere Judg- 
ment of Nineteen Articles of his Dottrine, 
aout which they were confulred After 
they had condemined every one of them, 
th:y made this Conclufion figned by Gerfom; 
in the Name of all], as Chancellor of the 
Uuiverfiry. “ Ice is our Opinion, that the 
“ Arti Jes above fpecified are Heretical, and 
“ that duch a {candalous Herefy oughr to be 
‘ immediately extirpated, icit rhe World 
‘“ fhould be infected with it. For though 
‘* there appears in thole Articles fome Zeal 
‘againft che Vices of the Prejates, which 
certainly ere but too great and [00 Maite 
felt; yee it is mot a Zeal attended wich 
Knowledge. A difcreet Zeal ocars and 
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a) 


“ deplores the Sins, that are in the Houfe of 


God, when they cannot be removed, 
Vice cannot be mended by Vice and Er- 
ror , as the Devil is not to be expelled by 
Beelzebub, but by the Spirit of God, who 
will have us to mend Abufes with great 
Prudence and Regard to the Circumftan- 
ces of Time and Places. It is the Duty 
of the Prelates to ufe all their Auchorit 
and Vigilance, in order to ftifle fach 
Errors, and to punifh feverely thofe who 
maintain them, becaufeé in the like Cafes a 
Connivence favours of Herefy"’. Ic ap- 
pears from fome of Join Hus's Letters, thac 
this Sentence of che Paris-DoStors did very 
much ftick to his Heare, If I live, fays he 
in his LIM Letter, J pall anfwer the Articles 
of the Chancellor of Paris. if I die, God will 
anfwer them for m2 at the Day of Judgment. 
The A&s do not fay what was refolved upen 
the Article relating to the Eucharift ; bur ic 
is very likely that John Hus was acquitted as 
to that Head, and that this is one of the 
Two Articles, which he fays the Council 
ftruck our. 

Afterwards they proceeded to another Ac. 
cufation, importing that John Hus had taughr, 
and obftinately maintained im Bohemia the E)- 
rorsef Wicliffe. He anfwered, That he hed 
taught neither the Errors of Wicl/ffe, nor 
thofe of any other Man, and thatif Wicliffe 
had f{pread any Errors in England, the Englifh 
were to lookto it. To prove that Accula- 
tion, it was objedted to him, That he had 
oppofed at Prague the Condemnation of Hic- 
Life's Errors by Archbilhop Sdinko He an- 
fwered, That he had only found Faule with 
that Condemnation, becaute it was general, 
and becaufe he could nor fay with a good 
Confcience, as it was required from him, 
that none of the Articles of Wiel:ffes Do. 
étrine were Catholick, or that they were ail 
Heretical and ‘{candalous. He added, that 
he could not particularly condemn the Ar- 
ticle importing, that Pepe Sylvefter, and the 
Emperor Conflantin, erred by endowing the 
Church. As forthe Propofition, which fup- 
pofes that a Pope, or a Prieft, in a mortal 
Sin, neither baptizes nor confeccates, he 
maintained that he had Jimired it by faying 
that fuch a Pope or Prieft confecvates and 
baptizes unworthily. Whereupon the Ac- 
culers and the Witnefics cried our, that this 
Article was fo expreli ‘din Jokr Hass Book 
acaint Paletz But John Hows olfered to Jota 
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his Head, if that Article was not limited, as 
he faid it was. They produced the Book ; 
and it appeared that he had {poke the Truth. 
He declared of his own Motion, that he 
could not approve neither the Condemnation 
of this Article of Wicliffe’s Do&rine, viz. 
That Tithes are mere Alms. The Cardinal of 
Florence having obje&ted to him, that Tithes 
being of Divine Right cannot be called 
Alms, becaufe Alms ought to be given free- 
ly, and without any Obligation , he anfwe- 
red, 1. That Alms are of Divine Right, 
fince the Rich are obliged to be charitable 
upon Pain of Damnation. 2. That Tithes 
were free at firft, and became obligatory 
in procefs of Time. He had a mind to ex- 
plain himfelf more fally upon this Head ; 
but they would not fuffer him to do it. Af- 
ter this fhort Digreffion, he refumed his De- 
fence, and alledged fome other Reafons why 
he could not fubfcribe to the Condemnation 
of Wiclif’s Do&trine; but he protefted at 
the fame cime, that he had never maintained 
any Affertion of that Englifh Divine with 
Obftinacy ; and that he only took it ill, that 
Wicliffes Opinions fhould be condemned 
without giving any Reafon for it,taken from 
the Holy Scripture, He added, that moft 
of the DoSors of Prague were of the fame 
Mind, Afterwards he gave a particular Ac- 
count of the Manner how Wicliffe’s Books 
had been condemned and burnt by Archbi. 
ihop Sbinko; and then he went on thus: 
** That Archbifhop had done before a great- 
** er Injuftice, by forbidding me upon Pain 
of Excommunication to preachin the Cha- 
pels, under pretence of a Bull of Alexen- 
“ der V. Lappealed to the fame Pope, as 
having been mifinformed, and after his 
* Death to John XXIII. who fucceeded him. 
Bet the latter having refufed for the Space 
of Two Years to give a Hearing to my 
* Council, I appealed at Jaft to Jefus Chrift 
‘‘ the Supreme Judge”. Whereupon the 
Prelates interrupted John Hus, to ask him 
Two Queftions: The Firft was, Whether 
the Pope had given him Abfolation ; and the 
Second , Whether it was lawful to appeal to 
Jefus Chrift, He anfwered the Firft Quetti- 
on negatively. ( Seethe Margin ® ) As to 
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the Second, he faid that not 
more lawful, than to 


Jud 
caufe his Judgments are infallib} 
caufe he never refufes to do Taking cee 


et isn can be 
Cal trom Inf.,; 
es to the Supreme Judge , the fev ie. 


who implore his Mercy. Though 
{poke very ferioufly , and with . hive deal 
of Gravity, the Prelates laughed heartily ar 
his Appeal to Jefus Chrift ; and then he was 
interrogated about another Article import. 
ing, “‘ That in order to infufe into the 
** Minds of fimple and ignorant People the 
“ Errors, which he had learned of Wicliffe 
‘* he made bold to fay publickly , that frye. 
“ral Monks, and other Learned Men in 
England, being met in a Church, to dif. 
pute againtt Wicliffe, a Thundei-bole broke 
all of a fudden the Church-door to Pieces 
and that the Adverfaries of Wiclhfe had 
“‘ much ado to fave their Lives’’, It was 
further objected again{t John Hus, that upor 
this Occafion he had faid, he withed his 
Soul had been in the fame Place with wi: 
life. There is no Anfwer extanr about the 
Thunder.bole. As tothe Second Head, he 
replied, that having read, about Twelve 
Years before, fome Philofophical Works of 
Wicliffe, before his Theological Tracts were 
brought into Bohemia, he let fall thefe Words: 
I hope Wicliffe will be faved; but though I fear 
alfothat he is damned, yet I wifh my Soul was 
where he ». Whereupon the whole Affem- 
bly broke out again into Laughter. 
Afterwards Fohn Hus was accufed of ha. 
ving one Day advifed the People to take up © - 
Arms, in Imitation of Mofes, againft chole 
who fhould oppofe his Dottrine. Which 
occafioned the next Day feveral Writings 
difperfed at Prague, wherein every body 
was defired to provide himfelf with Arms, 


hn Hus 





John Yus’s Excommunication, has thought fit 
te infert here the folowirg Remark. It appears 
from the Fourth Letrer, among thote of 
John Has, that as {oon as he came to Conflance, 
the Pope took off his Excommunication, 
Breviter concluferunt ut accedant Magiftrum, 
(John Hus) :ntimantes fibi quia Papa de pleni- 
tudine potcftatis fufpendit jam dium interdi- 
Sum O& fententias excommunicationis, contra 
Magiftrum Johannem latas. Op. Huff. fol. 58. 
That Order does not feem to have been ex 


ecuted. 
and 
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and to giveno Quarter. chu Hus anfwered, 
that it was a falfe Imputation of his Ene. 
mies ; that indeed preaching one Day upon 
the 17th Verfe of che Sixth Chapter of 
St. Paul's Epiftle to the Ephefians, he exhort. 
ed his Congregation to take the Sword of the 
Spirit, and the Helmet of Salvation, but told 
them at che fame time, that he meant the 
Sword of the Spirit , which w the Word of God, 
and not 4 material Sword, lefta yi Ne 
pretation fhould be er upon his Words. 
As for the pretended feditious Writings, and 
” the Sword of Mofés, he declared he knew no- 
thing of it. 

Laftly, he was accufed of difturbing all 
Bohemia by his Do€trine, and fowing Difcord 
between the Clergy and Laity, infomuch 
that many Ecclefiaiticks had been perfecuted, 
and even deprived of their Eftates, and laft- 
ly, of being the Caufe of the Diffipation 
and Ruin of the Univerfity. ‘obn Hus an- 
fwered, That none of thofe things had hap- 
pened by his Fault; and then he gave an 
Account of the whole Matter. After which 
the Affembly broke up, and John Hus was 
delivered into the Hands of the Archbifhop 
of Riga, as being Keeper of the Church's 
Seals. 

But before he was recommitted, the Car- 
dinal of Cambray told him in a reproachful 
Manner, that he had faid, That if be bad mot 
been willing te come to the Council, neither the 
King of Bohemia, nor even the Emperor, could 
have forced bim to it. His Anfwer was that 
he had only faid, That there were in Bohemia 
fo many Lords, who honoured him with ther 
Protection, that if he had been unwilling to come 
to the Council, they might have fo effeualy pro- 
wided for bis Safety, that the Emperor, and the 
King of Bohemia, would never have been able 
to get him earried thither, The Cardinal of 
Cambray having exclaimed againft it, as 
againft a great Piece of Impudence, there 
arofe in the Affembly a great Murmur againft 
FJokn Hus. But John de Chlum fupported him 
with great Courage upon chat Occafion, as 
wpon all others. John Hus, faid he, bas af- 
ferted nothing but what is true; for though I 
am one of the leaft Bohemien Lords, I will un- 
dertake to defend him a whole Year againft all 
the Emperor's and the King's Forces ; much more 
the other Lords, who are more powerful, and have 
fironger Places than Ihave. However it be, 
{aid the Cardinal of Cambray to Jobn Hus, 1 
advife you, for your Salvation and Honour, to 
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Submit to the Sentence of the Council, as you have 
promifed in your Confinement, Afterwards the 
Emperor, who had been prefene at the Care 
dinal’s Difcourfe, dire&ted his Speech to 
John Hus in thefe Words: “ Though fome 
“ fay chat you have received my Safe-Con- 
du& but a Fortnight after your Imprifon- 
ment, by the Help of your Friends and 
Patrons , we are able to prove by the Te- 
ftimony of many Princes, and other Per- 
fons of Diftingtion, that you received ic 
before your Departure # from Pragwe, 
and that you had it chen from the Hands 
Of Wenceflaus de Duba, and John de Chlam, 
under whofe Protection we had put you, 
that no Wrong thould be done you, and 
that you might {peak freely, and give an 
Account of your Faith in a full Council, 
Wherein you fee that the Cardinals, Bi. 
fhops, dc. have fo well anfwered our In- 
tention, that we cannot fufficiently thank 
them; though fome affirm, that we had 
no Right to take under our Proteétion an 
Heretick , or a Man fufpe&ted of Herefy. 
We advife you therefore, as well as rhe 
Cardinal, to maintain nothing with Ob- 
ftinacy, and to fubmit with a perfec& Obe- 
dience to the Authority of the Council ia 
all the Articles, which have been produ- 
ced, and fully proved againit you. If 
you do fo, we thall ufe our Endeavours, 
out of Confideration for the King end 
Kingdom of Bohemia, that you may retire 
** with the good Will of the Council only 
with a tolerable Penance and Satisfaction : 
Ocherwife , the Council knows very well 
how to deal with you. As for us, we are 
“ fo far from pretending to fuppore you in 

“ your Errors and Obftinacy, that we would 
“ rather light the Fire with ouc own Hands, 
than bear you any longer”. When the 

Emperor had made an End of his Speech, 

John Hus anfwered him That Antwer is 

not extant. ‘Jobs de Cblem put him in mind, 
that he had forgot the Charge of Obftinacy: 

Whereupon Johm Hes proteited , that he ne- 

ver defigned to maintain any thing obftinate- 


ly, and that he came of his own Will co the 





% Lt is a Mifake. John Hus received the 
Ewsperor's Safe-Condull in bis Way so Conftance, 
viz, at Nuremberg , where he arrived the 222 
of OSober, 


Council, 
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Council, with a Refolution to retraét him- 
felf, if he was taught better things than 
what he had afferted. When he had fpoke 
thefe Words, he was recommitted. 


The next Day (June 8 ) John Hus appeared 
the third time in rhe fame Place, and in the 
Prefence of the fame Perfons. They read 
immediately XXVI. Articles extra@ed out 
of his Book concerning the Charch. ‘Thefe 
Articles were much the fame with thofe that 
were read to him in his Prifon, and which 
he had anfwered in the following Manner. 
I John Hus confefs to have writ a Treatife of 
the Church, a Copy whereof has been put into my 
Hands in the Prefence of Notaries by the Patri- 
arch of Conftantinople, and the Bifbops of 
Caftel and Lebus: Which Commiffaries have at 
the fame time prefented to me [ome articles, [ay- 
ing, that they are in that Treatife, and have 
been extraded as follows, &c. That Declara- 
tion of Jobm Hus was read in this Seffion with 
all che Articles about which he had been in- 
terrogated inthe Prifon: They were only 
difpoted in a different Order, with fome Ad. 
ditions and Omiflions , as John Hus complains 
in one of his Letters. Ic will not be im- 
properto mention here Two Acculations 
brought in againft him in his Confinemenr, 
and which he anfwered.; but they were laid 
alide in this publick Audience. ‘They are 
taken from the Ancient Author above-men- 
tioned, who has writ his Life. Ic was ob- 
jetted to him in the firft place, That be had 
faid and preached, that when he should come to 
Conftance, if he was obliged to retrad hinfelf 
with his Mouth, he did not pretend to ao it with 
hu Heart, becaufe what he had preached was 
the pure Doélrin: of Ffus Chrif?. He maine 
tained, thatthis Arcicle was a rleap of Lies, 
and added, that he had indeed writ to iis 
Friends at Prague , defiring them to pray for 
him, to conmnue in the Dodtrine of Jetus 
Chrift, becaufe they could not be ignorant, 
that he had never caughe them any of the 
Errors charged upon him by his Enemies, 
and not co be troubled, if he fhould fink 
wader the tafe Veltimonies of his Advertae 
res. Secondly, Ithed been obj: Ged to him, 
tiathe writto his Priends tn Bchemia, that 


the lope and the Empercar had given him a. 


favourable Reception, and tent him Two 
Bifhops to bring him over to chcir Intereft. 
This u aplain Faifity, faid Jobm Rus; for how 
could 1 have writ, that 1 had been kindly recess 
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ved by the Pope and the Emperor, fin 

I came to Conftance, J feut ae had ale 
not known yet where the Emperor was, and ice 
I had been a Prifoner Three Weeks, when he ar 
ved there? Had I a very geod Realon to write 
the Bohemians from my Confinement, that 1 ba. 
much honoured at Conftance ? This j; in ut 
likelihood, a Raillery of wine Enemies, who fa 
cy they have done me but too great an Honoyy by 
confining me to a Prifon. In this publick A 
dience, John Hus behaved himfelf, as he had 
done in Prifon. He acknowledged the Ar 
ticles of which he was the Author. he be: 
plained others, and difowned thofe that were 
falfly afcribed to him by bis Enemies, efpe. 
cially by Stephen Paletz. Here follow thofe 
Articles, and his Anfwers to them by Word 
of Mouth, and in Writing. 


ARTICLE 1. There is but one Holy Cg 
tholick or Univerfal Church, which conrain; in 
her Boform all the ElecF. ANSWER, Lacknoy 
ledge this Propoftion, and the Truth of it pli inly 
appears from St. Auftin apon St. Joha, , 


Arv. II, St. Paul never was ; Member of 
the Devil, though he did fome Afions like thofe 
of the Church of the Wicked: The fame ought 
to be faid of St. Peter, who, by God's Permi ffi 
on, fel into a great Perjury, that he might rife 
with more Strength, ANSWER. “ Thig 
‘“‘ Propofition is fufficiently proved in the 
Book. For it is expedient, that the Ble% 
fhould fall into fuch Sins, as Sr. Auftin 
fays. From whence it appeers, that one 
may be out of the Church two feveral 
ways. One may be feparated from it for 
ever, as the Reprobate are; bur one mey 
be alfo feparated from it only for a Time, 
like fome Hereticks, who are feparated 
from the Church through a tranfient Faulr, 
and may through the Grace of God enter 
again into the Sheepfold of Chrift. They 
are thofe of whom it is faid, J have fid 
“! fome other Sheep. St. Auftin has proved the 
** fame thing upon Se John, and in his Buck 
* concerning Penitence”. 
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ART. II, No Part of the Church dies 
ever come ff fiom the Body, becanfe rhe Grace 
ef Pred flination, which binds it, com never be 
lof. ANSWER. § This Propofition is ia 
* the Book ( of the Church ) in trefe Words: 
“ The Sweepings of the Church, fuchas - 
“are the Reprobate, proceed from the 
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*‘ Church, but were not in tt like a Pare of 
“* it, becaufe mo Part does ever fall off final- 
“ly, the Grace of Predeftination, which 
‘binds it, being never loft. Which ap- 
‘* pears from the XI[Ith Chaprer of che firtt 
“ Epiftle to the Corinthians, and from the 
“* Villth Chapter of che Epiftle to the Re- 
es as One may {ee more at large in the 
** Book”. 


ART. 1V. An Ele, who is not aFually 
in a State of Grace, by a prefent Righteoafne/s, 
is always a Member of the Holy Catholick Church. 
ANSWER. “ It isan Error, if it be under- 
“* ftood of every Eleé&. So I fay in the Fifth 
‘© Chapter of the Book of the Church, where 
“ J mention feveral Ways of being in the 
** Church, and where I affirm that fome are 
“ in the Church, only according to an un- 
“ formed Faith, as the Reprobate, to whom 
“* Chrift fays, Why do you call me Lord? “And 
‘* fome according to Predeftination , as the 
‘* Predeftinated Chriftians, who are now 
** Sinners, but will again partake of Grace. 


ART. V. There isno Place of Dignity, nor 
any Human Elettion, nor any outward Mark, that 
makes @ Man a Member of the Holy Catholick 
Church. ANSWER. “ This Propofition is 
‘** worded thus in the Book. This Sort of 
“« Subtilcies will be known, by confidering 
‘© what it is to be in the Church, and what 
“* itis to be a Member or Part of the Church, 
“‘ and by obferving that what makes a Man 
‘* 4 Member of the Holy Catholick Church, 
* is Peedeftination, which is a Preparation 
“ co Grace, in the prefent Time, and co 
“* Glory for the Time to come; and not any 
« Place of Dignity, nor any Human Eleéti- 
‘‘ an, nor any fenfible Mark; fince the De- 
‘“ vil Ufcariot, notwithf{tanding Chrift’s Ele- 
“* Gion, and the Tefnporal Gifts he had re- 
‘* ceived for the Apoftlefhip, was not a true 
“ Difciple of Chrift, though he was repu- 
** ted fuch, but a Wolf in Sheep's Skin, as 
‘* St. Auftin fays”. Thefe are indeed che 
vety Words of the Treatife of the Church; 
and what he calls Subrilties, rgutie, are 
fome Confequences which he had rejected. 
One may eafily perceive, why the Cardinals, 
the Bifhops, and the reft of the Clergy did 
not like this Article. 


Art. VI. A Reprobate is mever a Mem- 
ber of Holy Mother Church, ANSWER. “ This 
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“ Article is in the Book of the Church, and 
“* proved there at large by the XXXVIch 
“ Pfalm, by the Vch Chapter of the Epifte 
** co the Ephefians , and by Sc Berwarad, wha 
“ fays that che Church of Chriit is more 
Clearly his own Body, than that which he 
delivered up to Death. J:em, In the Fifth 
“* Chapter of my Book I have faid: How- 
ever, it is acknowledged that the Holy 
“ Church is the Threth-hold of the Lord, 
wherein are, according to Faith, the Juit 
“and the Wicked, the Eleét and the Repro- 
** bate, che former as the Wheat, and the 
“ Jatter as the Straw, to which I add St. “- 
* fiin’s Expofition, 


Art. VII. Judas never was a true Dis 
Sciple of Fefus Chrift. John Hus acknowledges 
this Article, and fays, ‘“ itis clear from the 
“ Fifth Article, and from St. da/tin. 


ArTt. VIII. The Affimbly of the Ele, 
whether they be in a State of Grace, or mot, a 
to the prefent Righteoufne/s, is the Haly Catho. 
lick Chur:h. Wherefore itis an Article of Faith ; 
and this is the Church , which has neither Stain 
nor Wrinkle, but is bely and un{potted, and 
which Chrifi calls kis own. John Hus acknow- 
ledges this Article, and confirmis it by the 
very Words of his Book. 


Art. IX. Ss. Peter meither was, nor it 
the Head of the Holy Catholick Church. Joba 
Hus fays that Propofition is taken trom 
thefe Words in his Book. “ I granc, char 
“ Se. Peter received Humility, Poverry , 
 Scedfaftnefs in-che Paith, and confequent. 
“ ly Blefledne(s, *from the Rock of the 
** Church, whichis Chrift, But to conclude 
‘* from thefe Words, And upon that Rock I 
* will build my Church, that it was Chrift’s 
“ Intention to build the whole Church Mi- 
** jirant upon St. Peter, is contrary to the 
“ Gofpel, Se. Auffin, and right Reafon. For 
* Chrift was to build his Charch epon the 
* Rock, which is Chrift himfelf, and by 
‘ whom Se. Peter was fertied in the Faith, 
‘© fince Chrift, and not St. Peter, isthe Head 
'* and Foundation of the Church. 


Art. X. Uf he who is called the Vicar of 
Fefus Chrift, imitates the Life of Fefus Chrif, 
be is his Vicar ; but if he takes a different Crm) , 
be is the Meffenger of Antichrifl, contrary *o 


St, Peter and Jefus Chrift , and the Vicar of 
P p 
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Judas Ifcariot. Johw Hus alledges, in An- 

twer to this Article, the very Words of his 

Book. ‘' If he who calls himfelf the Vicar 

“ of Jefus Chrift, walks in the Paths of 

Virtue juft now mentioned, we believe 

that he is truly the Vicar of Jefus Chrift, 
and the chief Pontiff of the Church 

which he governs. But if he takes ano- 

ther Courfe, he is then the Meffenger of 
Antichrift, aad contrary to St. Peter and 
 Jefus Chrift. Hence it is that St. Bernard 
“ fays, writing to Pope Eugenius: Whilft 
“you walk thus oats ail over, and fur- 
“ rounded with fuch an odd Variety of Co- 
‘* Jours, what Benefic do Chrift’s Sheep reap 
“ from it? If I dare fay fo, it is rather the 
“. Food of Devils, than that of Sheep. St. 
“. Peter and St. Paul were not taken up with 
‘© fuch childifh Trifles ; and in that refpeé 
“ you have fucceeded Conflantin, and not 
“ Sc. Peter”. Afterwards fohn Hus adds thefe 
other Words out of his Book. “ H the 
** Pope does not live, as St. Peter did, if he 
* is covetous, he is the Vicar of Judas Ifca- 
‘* yiot, who Joved the Reward of Iniquity 
“ by felling Jefus Chrift”, Whilft they 
were reading this Anfwer of Jobs Hus, the 
Fathers of the Council looked one upon 
another, fhook their Heads, and fmiled. 


ArT. XI. All Simoniacks and Priefts, 
who live a diforderly Life, being urfaithful 
Children, muft needs profane the Seven Sacrae 
ments, the Power of the Keys, the Difcipline, 
Ceremonies, and every thing facred.in the Church, 
the Veneration of Relicks, Indulgences, and.Ore 
ders. John Hus alledges a Paflage in his 
Book, wherein having mentioned the wrong 
Ufe of Ecclefiaftical Power, he exprefles 
himfelf in thefe Words. “ Thofe make al- 
“ fo an ill Ufe of that Power, who fell or 
“ buy Holy Orders, who purchafe or confer 
** by Simony. Bifhopricks, Canonfhips, and 
** Parfonages, who fell the Sacraments, who 
pollute the Dignity of the Priefihood, by 
living in Avarice, Sentuality, and Lux- 
ury , or in any other finful Courfe, For 
though thofe Men profefs to know God, 
they deny him by their Works, as St. Paul 
fays to Titus, and confequently do not be- 
* Jieve in God, and being in Infidelity, 
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** Infidels concernieg the Seven Sacraments 


“% of the Church, the Power of the Keys, 


St 


Eccletiaftical Dignities, Cenfures , Man- 


they. muft needs enteitain the Notions of 
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ners, Ceremonies, the Veneration 
* licks, Indulgences, and Orders . Wis 
he proves by the firit Chapter of Malach; 


ART. XII The Papal Dignity owes its 
Original to the Roman* Emperors. John Hys 
aniwers, “ That he fays in his Book, that the 
% Pre-eminence and Authority of the Pope 
“* is derived from the Authority of the Em. 

peror, as to outward Ornaments, and the 

Cemporal Eftates beftowed upon the 
Church, and that he has proved it by the 
96th Diftin&tion of the Canon Law 
whereby it appears that the Emperor Cone 
ftantin, and his Succeffors, gave the Ro 
man Pontiff the Privilege of being above 
all the other Bifhops, as the Emperor js 
above all other Kings; notwithftanding 
which the Papal Dignity does immediate. 
ly derive its Original Toca Chritt, as to 
the Spiritual Adminiftration, and the Of. 
“ fice of governing the Church fpiritually ”, 
Whereupon the Cardinal of Cambray asked 
john Hus, why he did not rather afcribe the 
Original of the Pope’s Dignity to the Gene. 
ral Councils thanto the Emperors, fince the 
Council of Nice gave the firft Rank to the 
Roman Pontiff, and it was only afcribed to 
Conftantin out of Honour. Johw Hus anfwe- 
red, that he had afcribed to Confantin the 
great Elevation of the Roman.Pontiffs only 
with refpe& to the Donation * of that Em- 


peror. 


ART. XHI. Without 2 Revelation, no ome 
can reafonably affirm of himfelf, or of another, 
that be is the Head of a Holy particular Church. 
He owns this Article ; but he adds, that by 
a good Life a Man may hope that he is a 
Member of the Holy Catholick Church, 
which is the Spoufe of Jefas Chrift. Where- 
upon he alledges thefe Words of Ecclefiaftieus, 
No one knows whether be — Love or He» 
tred, and thofe of the XVHch Chapter of 
Se. Luke’s Gofpel, When ye fhall have done all 
thofe things, which are commanded-you, &C. 
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* E queftion, fays Mr. Lenfant, whether 
john Hus was perfuaded of the Truth of that 
Donation; for in the XVth Chapter of bis 
Treatife of the Church , he feems to acknows 
ledge it for no other Reafon, but becaufe he 
durit not deny it, quod non poffumus pra vere 


cundia negare. Eq]. 224. 2. ART, 











NovEMBER 


ART. XIV. We muff not believe that be, 
who is Pontiff of Rome, whoever be be, is upon 
that Account the Head of any Holy particular 
Church, if God has not predeftinated him. ‘ I 
**, own this Article,fays Johm Hus, and I prove 
“it, becaufe it might happen then that a 
“ Chriftian fhould believe and tell a Lie, by 
“ faying that fuch a one is the Head of fuch 
“ a Church, the Church having been de. 
ceived in the Perfon of dgmes. The fame 
“ appears alfo from St. 4ufin. This Article, 
and the Anfwer to it, are not very clear. To 
underftand both of them, we mutt have re- 
courfe to John Hus's Treatife concerning the 
Church. He did not deny that, according to 
the Decretals, the Church of Rome was the 
Holy Catholick Church ; but he denied that 
the Canons meant by it fuch a Pope,and fuch 
Cardinals, but all the Faithful difperfed in 
the- World, and united to the Church of 
Rome as to the Center of Unity. The reafon 
of his Opinion was, that the Ga:holick Church, 
to which Chrift has promifed , that the Gates 
of Hel fhall not prevail againft her, ought to 
be without any Spot and Wrinkle, Holy and 
Infallible, and free from Sin and Herefy. 
Which cannot be faid of all the Popes and 
Cardinals,fince fome have erred, & have been 
depofed for Heinous Crimes ; as he fhews by 
the Decretals and by fome Examples, and 
among others by that of Pope joan, whom 
fome Authors call 4gues. This is not a pro- 
per Place to enquire whether fuch an Adven- 
ture is a Truth or a Fi&ion ; but one may 
obferve, that if it had not been looked upon 
at that time as an undeniable Faé&, che Fa- 
thers of the Council would not have failed 
to take up John Hus for it with great Indig- 
nation, or to laugh and fhake their Heads, as 
they had done before, and as they did after- 
wards for a lefler reafon, as we fhall {ce by 
and by. Jobs Hus advances that Fatt not on- 
ly in his Anfwers, but alfo frequently in his 
Treatife of the Church ; and yet iuch a {canda- 
lous Article was never laid to his Charge. 


ArT XV. The Power of the Pope, as Vicar 
of Jefus Chriff, is Void, unlefs he be like Chrift 
and St. Peter im bis Life and Converfation. 
John Hus owned this Article in his written 
Anfwers, and confirmed it by his Book. But 
he cleared it by Word of Mouth and faid, 
That the Power of [uch # Pepe is Void, as to Merit 
and Reward,but not as 60 bu Office. Whereupon 
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fome having asked him, Whether he would 
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fhew that Glofs or Diftin@ion in his Book ? 
He anfwered, ‘* That it might be {een in his 
* Trad againft Paletz. This Anfwer made the 
Doétors laugh again. And indeed it feems 
to be ridiculous, that fobs Hus in order to 
make his Apology, fhould alledge a Piece 
whereinthe Pope is more refle&ted upon thaa 
in this Article, and wherein John Has him- 
{elf confutes that very Diftindion made ule 
of by Palets. But if we confider the Condi- 
tion and Circumftances that John Hus was in, 
it can be no wonder that his Memory fhould 
have failed him, and that his Difcourfe fhould 
have been wrong, fince in thar refpe& there 
is fome Contradi@ion in his Book. 


ART XVI. The Pepe is mot mo/? Holy, (fare 
Gtiflimus,) becaufe he fideup St. Peter's Place, 
but becaufe he is poled of great Riches. Fobn 
Hus complains that his Words have been cur- 
tailed and corrupted, and {ays he has expred- 
fed himfe!lf chus Zhe Pope is not mop holy becaufe 
he fills up St. Peter's Place, and is poffifed of 
great Riches ; but if he imitates Fefus Chrifp in 
hit Mildnefs, Paticnce, Labours and Charity, be 
is then Holy, 


ART. XVII. The Cardinals are not the 
manifef? and true Succeffors of the College of 
Chrift’s “Apoftles, if they do not live like the 
Apofiles, obferving the Commandments and Coure 
Sels of Fefus Chri. John Hus acknowledges 
that this Article ftands well proved in bis 
Book. Whereupon the Cardinal of Cambray 
obferved tothe Aflembly, That there were 
bolder Things in the Book than in the Arti- 
cles extraéted out of it, as the Cardinal of 
Florence had already {aid to-febn Has, Thofe 
Cardinals did certainly {peak the Truth ; for 
one cannot read the 7reatife of the Church, 
and many other Trads of the fame Author. 
without being furprized at the Boldnels of 
his Expreffions againft the Pope, the Cardi- 
nals, and all the Clergy; and therefore he 
deferved the Cenfure which che Cardinal 
pafled upon him in thefe Words, Certainly 
you have kept no Meafures im your Writings and 
Sermons. Was it mot your Duty to adapt your 


Difcourfes to the Character of your Hearers? Wag 
it meceffary to preach againft the Cardinals before 
the People, when there was no Cardinal there ? 
It bad been much better to fay all thofe things 
im their Prefence, then before the Laity, so fhe 
great Scandal of every Body. Johm Hus aniwe 
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ed in a refpeftful manner, that he had done 
fo, becaufe there were in his Congregation 
Vriefts and other knowing Men, who might 
be the better for it. You are in the wrong, 
replied the Cardinal, to difturb the Church oy 


fuch Difcourfes. 


Art. XVIIL. No Heretich, befides the Cen- 
fure of the Church, ought to be delivered up to the 
Secular Power in order ta be pumifbed corporally, 
Here follows fehn Hus’s Anfwer. Thefe are 
my Words : They fhould be afbamed of fuch acru- 
cl refemblance ; efpecially confidering thatChrift, 
who is the fupreme High Pricft of che Old and 
New Teflament, never judged any Man with a 
Civil Judgment, nor condemned the Guilty to a 
Corporal Death, as it appears from Luke XII. 
John VIII. Matthew XVIIE And then he 
adds, An Hiretick, fappofing him to be really 
fuch, ought to be firft inftruéted with Mildnefs, 
Charity, and a by the Holy Scripture, 
and by Arguments taken from it, as St. Auftin 
and others did in their Difputes with Hereticks ; 
but if he will not renounce his Errors,after he has 
been inftrutted, be ought to be punished corporally . 
Ic ought to be obferved here, that in the Ar. 
ticles, which were condemned at Conflance 
by fome Do&ors of the Univerfity of Paris 
in particular, John Has {peaks otherwife than 
he does here about Hereticks. According to 
Chrifi’s Dofrine, fayshe, in the Article con. 
demned by the Paris Do&ors, Hereticks ought 
not to be punifhbed with Death, though they fhould 
be incorrigible, nor ought they to be excommuni- 
cated, Which fhews that they made Extraéts 
out of his Books very different one from 
enother ; or that he himfelf was not free 
from Variations. The Paris DoStors declared 
that this Propofirion is rafh and fcandalous ; 
that it was an Error of the Domatifis ; and 
that according to St. Auflin, it is contrary to 
che Laws of Ecclefiaftical Difcipline. 

Whilft John Hus was fpeaking, one of his 
Judges lighted upon a Paflage in his Treatise 
concerning the Church; wherein he compares 
thofe, who deliver an Heretick not con- 
viéted to the Secular Power, with the Pha- 
rifees and Priefts who delivered Chrift to Pi- 
late.. This Paffage was read aloud, and occa- 
fioned a great Murmur. Who are thofe Men, 
(faid they) who refemble the Pharifees ? They 

are thofe, anfwered Jobw Hus, who deliver an 
innocent Perfon to the Secular Power, as the Pha 
rifees delivered Fefus Chrift ? No, no, replied 
the Judges, yeu mean the Doéfors, And then 
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the Cardinal of Cambray faid again, Tho(e 4, 
have avawn up the Articles, have certainly 7 st 
tt with great Moderation; for there 


heinous Things in bis Writings. 


ae more 


ART. XIX. Great Men ought to como, 
Pricfis to obf:rve the Law of Chrift tah 
anfwers, that he fays in his Book, “The 
“ Church ought to confitt of Three Bodies 

viz of Priefts who obferve the Law of 
Chrift ; of Noblemen, who mutt take care 
to have that Law obferved ; and of the 
People who mutt ferve the Two other Bo. 
dies in a Chriftian manner. 


«sé 
¢é 


ART. XX, The Reclefiafical Obedience ?s an 
Obedience invented by the Priefts, without any 
expres Authority from the Scripture. John Hus 
Anfwers by alledging the Paffage as it is in 
his Book, There are, fays he, Three Sorts of 
Obedience: a Spiritual Obedience due to the Law 
of God ; @ Secular Obedience due to the Civil 
Laws; and an EcclefafRtical Obedience, which is 
nn Invention of the Priefts, without any exprefs 
Authority from the Scripture. The firft Sore of 
Otedience is never fufceptitle of any Evil, ntie 
pre from him who commands, nor from him whe 
obeys. 


ART. XXI. When a Manis excommunicated’ 
by the Pope, if, without any regard to the Fudg- 
ment of a Pope and a General Council, be appeals 
toChrift, that Appeal prevents the Excommunic 
cation from being prejudicial. John Hus does not 
acknowledge this Article; but he fays he 
complains in his Book “ Of feveral Injufti- 
“* cesto him and his Friends at the Pope's 
** Court, and that this Court refufed to hear 
* him. ‘That after he had vainly appealed 
“ from one Pope to his Succeffor, finding 
“ that the way of Councils is long and of a 
** doubtful Succefs, he appealed at laft to 
“ Chrift, who is the Head of the Church, 
“ and never denies any Body Juftice”, Gc, 
Whereupon the Cardinal of Cambray ask'd 
him, “‘ Whether he pretended to be a greater 
‘* Man than St. Paul, who appealed to the 
‘“¢ Emperor and not to Chrift. ‘John Hus an- 
fwered, that ‘‘ Suppofing he was the fir 
“Man who had appealed to Chrift,it would 
“ not follow from thence that he is an Here- 
“ tick; and that if Se. Paul appealed to the 
‘‘ Emperor, it was by Chrift’s Order, who 
‘“‘ cold him, Be of good chear, for thou muft ge 
toRome”’. As he was going to explain ye 





felf more fully about his Appeal to Chrift, 
every Body fell a Laughing. 


ART. XXII. 4 Vicious Man as viciousy, 
and a Virtuous Man Virtuoufly. (I need not infert 
the Anfwer to this Article ) 


Art. XXIII. 4 Prieft, who lives accord: 
img ta the Law of Chrift, who underfiands the 
Scriptures, and whofe Zeal prompts him to edifie 
the People, ought to Preach notwithfanding a 
pretended Excommunication ; and if the Pope or 
fome other Prelate forbids a Prieft of that Chara- 
er to Preach, the Priest ought not to ebey. Fobu 
Hus owned this Article, and added, that he 
had proved it by the Scripture, by the Exam- 
ple of the Apoftles, who faid Jc is better to 
obey God than Men, and by the Holy Doétors. 
But he declared by Word of Mouth that he 
meant an Unjuft and Irregular Excommuni- 
cation, and fuch as is contrary to the Difci- 
pline and Commandments of God. After- 
wards it was obje&ted to him, that he had 
faid that fuch an Excommunication is a Blef- 
fing ; and he did not deny ic. 


ArT. XXIV. This Article does notdif- 
fer from the foregoing. 


ART. XXV. Ecclefiaftical Cenfures are An- 
tichriftlian + The Clergy invented them to aggran- 
dize themfelves, and to keep the People under 
SubjeBion ; and what fhews that thofe Cenfures, 
which they call Fulminatory, proceed from Anti- 
chrift is, that the Clergy do chiefly fulminate them 
againft thofe, who difcover the Malice of Anti- 
chrift. Fokm Hus denie this Article as to the 
Turn and Expreffions ; but he owned it as 
to the Subftance, and then referred to the 
XXXIIld Chapter of his Treatife concerning 
the Church, where he explains himfelf more 
fully upon this Head. me Doéftors, who 
had that Book in their Hands, read out of it 
fome bolder Propoficions, which moved the 
Cardinal of Cambray to make the fame Refle- 
étion as before. 


Art. XXVI._ Neo Interdiftion ought to be 
put upon the People, becaufe Fefus Chrift, who is 
the Supream Pontiff, didnot prohibit the Preach- 
ing of the Gofpel, upow Account of John the Bape 
tiffs Imprifonment, nor for the Perfecutions raif- 
ed againft himfelf. John Hus alledged the whole 
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Paflage as it was in his Book, concerming the 
Church, where this Article is proved: more ar 
large,snd by feveral Texts of theScriprure. But 
the Prelates far from having any regard to it, 
iniifted only on thofe things chat were moft 


‘chagy to exafperate the Aflembly againft 
im. 


After the reading of thofe XXVI. Articles 
extracted out of the Treatife of the Church,they 
proceeded to Seven Articles taken from th: 
Anfwer to Stephen Paletz. 


ART. I. If a Pope, a Bifrop; or @ Prelate, 
ts in @ Mortal Sin, he is neither # Pope, nora Bia 
Shop, nor @ Prelate. ANSWER. “ Jown 
“ this Article; I refer youto St. 4uftin, Sr. 
* Jerome, St. Chryfofome, St- Gregory, St. Cy- 
** priam, and St. Bernard, who fay, that a 
** Man in a Mortal Sin is not a true Chrifti. 
an, far from being q true Pope, or a true 
Bithop. They are the Men fpoken of by 
the Prophet mos ; They have Reigned, but 
not in my Name ; They bave been Princes, buc 
I knew them not, But I have granted at the 
“ fame time, that though fuch a Pope, Bi- 
“* fhop, or Prieft isan unworthy Minifter of 
‘ the Sacraments, yet God Baptizes, Confe- 
“ crates,-and Operates by his Miniftry. Nay, 
“ @ King in « Mortal Sin is not worthily King 
before God,according to thofe Words,which 
* Samuel {poke to Saul by God's Command, 
“* becaufethou haft rejefted the Word of the Lord, 
* be bath alfo rejefed thee from being King”. 
Whilft they were reading this Article, and 
the Anfwer to it, the Emperor was difcour. 
fing at a Window with the EleGtor Valatin 
and the Burgrave of Nuremberg ; and among 
other Things they were faying, that Jobm 
Hus was one of the moft pernicious Hereticks 
thae ever lived, But the Cardinal of Cambray 
having called the Emperor, Jom Hus was or- 
dered to repeat the fame Words, which had 
been read juft before, wiz. That a King ina 
Mortal Sin is an wnworthy King before Ged. He 
did it, but with a Salvo, and begged the Em- 
peror’s Pardon. That Prince reply'd only, 
That No Man was free from Sin. The Card - 
nal of Cambray was not fo moderate ; for he 
told Jobs Hus in a great Paflion, Nor contented 
to degrade the Pricfs, would you alfe degrade 
Kings ? Stephen Palesx entred likewile — 

t 
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the Lifts to prove againft Zo/m Hus, that af- 
ter Samuel had {poke thofe Words, Saul was 
made King, and that David would not fuf- 
fer him to be killed, not becaufe of the Ho- 
linefs of his Life, but by reafon of the Ho- 
linefs of his Un&lion, Whereupon Zohn Hus 
undertook to prove from fome Paflages in St. 
Cyprian, that a Man who does not imitate Je- 
fus Chrift,is not a Chriftian. But Paletz inter- 
-rapted him andtold him, that he departed 
from the Queftion, becaufe, though a King, 
ora Pope, were not a true Chriftian, yet he 
would be a true King and a true Pope, fince 
thofe Two Names are Names of Dignity, 
whereas the Name of Chriftianis a Name of 
Merit. But, reply’d Jobn Hus, If Jobn XXIII. 
was a true Pope,why have you depofed him? The 
Emperor anfwered, That the whole Council 
jooked upon Jobn XXIII. as a True Pope ; 
and that he had been depofed for having fcan- 
dalized theChurch by many notoriousCrimes, 
and fquandered away its Wealth. 


ART. II. The Grace of Predeftination uw 
the Bond, by which the Body of the Church, and 
-every one of its Members, are infcparably faftened 
to its Head. Fobn Hus owns this Article, and 
proves it by feveral Paflages of the Scri- 
pture. 


ArT. III. Ifthe Pope is Wicked, and a 
Reprobate, then, as well as Judas, he is @ De- 
vil, a Thief, a Som of Perdition, and by no 
means the Head of the Church Militant, fince he 
w not fo much as a Member of it. John Hus 
owns this Article. 


Art. IV. This Article is much the 
fame with the foregoing. John Hus did alfo 
own it. But he added, that he underftood 
thofe Articles with a ReftriGion, that is, 
thac fuch Popes and Priefts were Popes and 
Pricfts, as totheir Office, and in Mens Opi- 
nion, though they were not really fo in the 
Sight of God. A Monk, who fat behind 
John Hus, {tood up to defire the Fathers not 
to fuffer themfelves to be impofed upon by 
that Glofs of John Hus. Having had, faid 


che, @ Difpute with him within thefe few Days, 
I made Ufe of that very Diftinion againft him ; 
and now he ufes it to extricate himfelf; but itis 
not in bis Book. John Hus turning to the 
Monk, told him, Can. you deny that fuch a 
Reftridtion has been read in my Book? Bus, 
continued he, one may fufficiently know whether 








NovEMBER 





17 19. 


John XXIII. was a true Pope, or a Thie 


@ Robber. The Prelates Maintained, es he 


had been a true Pope, and laugh 

> ° . ? d 
Hus. *Tiscertain, that John ps pa ail _ 
very clear, nor fteddy upon this Head as 
ther in his Book, nor in his Antwers, 1 


ART. V. The Pope neither is 
be called moft Holy, joo as to bis Office A : 
wife theKing fhould alfo be called moltHoly a 
we fhould call Executioners,Heralds of Jupiice and 
Devils, Holy. Here follows John Hus's An 
iwer. “* Thefe are the Words in my Book. 
" I'he Impoftor (Paletz) thou'd know that 
whoever is a moft Holy Father, keeps u 

his Paternity moft holily and that a vials 
wicked Father exercifes his Paternity moft 
wickedly. And therefore a moft Holy 
Bifhop ought to be a very Good Bithop. 
As for what the Impoftor fays, that the 
Name of Pope is a Name of Office, it 
follows from thence that a wicked and re, 
probate Pope is moft Holy, and confe. 
quently very good, as to his Office. But 
becaufe no Man can be very good, asto 
his Office , without exercifing that Office 
very well, ic ought to be inferred from 
thence, that a wicked and reprobate Pope 
does very well exercife his Office; and yet 
he cannot do it without being a good 
Moral Man, according to thefe Words of 
Chrift, How can ye, being evil, [peak good 
things? But it is a Contradiétion, that a 
** wicked & reprobate Pope fhould be a good 
Moral Man ”. Again lower: “ If the Pope 
** is called moft Holy by reafon of his Of- 
fice, why fhould not the King of the Ree 
mans be alfo called moft Holy for the fame 
Reafon, fince according to St. Auftin, the 
King reprefents the Divinity of Chrift, and 
“ the Prieft hisHumanizy ? And why fhould 
not the Executioners themfelves be called 
Holy, fince according to their Office, 
* they ought to ferve Chrifl’s Church, as 
this whole Matter is more fully explained 
“ in my Book’. It muft be granted, ( faye 
Mr. Lenfant ) that Fobn Hus does very ill 
come off; for he confuces a Diftinéion 
which he himfelf had made Ufe of for his 
Apology, and he draws abfurd and offenfive 
Confequences from the Principles of his 
Adverfaries. 
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ArT. VI. Jf # Pope lives im Oppofition 


Fefus Chrift, though he bas been lawful youd 
éanini 
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canonically eleftcd, according to the Human E’e- 
ion, he cannot be [aid to have come in through 
F.Jus Chrift. John Hus alledged the Words, 
as they are in his Book: “ If the Pope lives 
“ in Oppofition to Jefus Chrift, viz. in 
“ Pride, Avarice, Gc. he enters into the 
‘* Lord’s Sheepfold through another Door 
“ than chat of Chrift. Nay, fuppofing, as 
“ you fay, that he entred into it by a law- 
‘“‘ ful Ele&ion, ( which I underftand of a 
«© mere Human Ele@ion, as it is generally ;) 
“ yee he muft have come in another Way, 
“ if he is covetous and ambitious. For 
“ Judas Ifcariot was lawfully ele&ted to Epi- 
“ f{copacy by Chrift himfelf; and yer he 
‘* came in another Way, fince he was a 
“| Thief, a Devil, and a Son of Perdition ”. 
Whereupon Pasetz cried out, See the Extra- 
vagance and Pury of that Man, who fays 
that Judas was eleSted by Chrift, and yet 
came into the Sheepfold another Way, and 
not through Jefus Chrift. Both Propofitions 
are true, replied John Hus. He was elected 
by Chrilt, and he came in another Way, fince 
he wasa Thief, a Devil, and a Son of Per- 
dition. But, faid Paletz, cannot a Man be 
lawfully eleGed Pope or es and then 
live in Oppofition to Chrift, without 
coming in another Way? / maintain, an- 
{wered John Hus, that whoever gets inte Epi- 
Lcopacy through Simony, and not with an Intent 
to ferve the Church of Ged, but to live in Soft 
neft, Senfuality, Luxury, and Oftentation; I 
fay, 1 maintain that fuch a Man comes in ano~ 
ther Way, and that according tothe Gofpel, be 
is a Thief and a Robber. 


Art: VII. The Dofors Condemnation of 
45 Articles of Wicliffe’s Dofrine is unreafona- 
ble and unjuft ; and the Reafon which they al- 
ledge fur that Condemnation, Viz that none of 
thofe Articles are Catholich, and that they are 
all Heretical, Erroneous, and [candalous, is alto~ 
gether falfe. John Hus owned this Article. 
Whereupon the Cardinal of Cambray told 
him in a reproachful manner, chat he bad 
fiid he would not maintain any Article of 
Wicliffe’s Do&trine ; and yet he maintained 
them in his Book. Reverend Father , anfwe- 
red John Hus, I fay again upon this Head what 
Ihave already jaid, viz that it ts not my In~ 
tention to defend Wicliffe’s Errors, nor thofe of 
any other Man, But tecaufe my Confcience did 
not alow me to condemn all the Articles of bis Do= 
Brine, fince mo body alledged any Aushority from 
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the Scripture to fhew the Falfity thereof, 1 could 
mot give my Conjent te that Condemnation. 


After thefe Seven Articles, they proceed- 
ed to the Reading of Six others taken from 
Jobn Huss Book agaimit Stan:faus Zavima, 
Profeffur of Divinity at Prague, who had 
been John Hus's Matter, as the latter acknow. 
ledges in the Beginning of that Book. Ie 
appears alfo from the fame Book, that Srani- 
flaus Znoima had been one of Wicliffe’s Ad~ 
Mirers, and a great Friend of Feohn Hus, and 
his Followers. But being frighted by the 
Anathema’s of the “atican, he forfook them, 
and inveighed againft thofe whom he had. 
extolled to che Skies before. 


ART. I. Tée unanimons Confent of thofe, 
who have eleHed a Pope, or of moft of them,. 
does mot make bim Pope and Succeffor of Jefus 
Chriff, or St. Peter's Vicar; but be receives from. 
God 4 greater Power, according as he prometes 
the Good and Edificatiow of the Church. Fobn 
Hus acknowledges this Article, and explains. 
it more at large by a Paflage in his Book, 
wherein he fays among other things, “ That 
** ic may happen, without the Fault of che 
“‘ Pope's Electors, that they fhall place a 
‘* Womaa upon the Pontifical Sear, as it 
* happened in the Perfon of Agnes, called 
‘* Joan, who was pofleffed of the Pontificate. 
* above Two Years”. 


ArT. IE. A Reprobate Pope is mot the Head. 
of the Holy Church, He owns this Arcicle,. 
and explains it. 


ArT, IIL. There is mo Lkeliboed that che 
Church ought to have a Head, te govern her im 
Spiritual Things, and to be always conver{ant 
with ber. John Hus does not only acknow- 
ledge this Propofition , but alfo fhews whac 
moved him to advance it. His Adverfary 
had faid, that Jobm Hus, and his Friends, 
could not deny, that the Pope, though a Re- 
probate, is the Head of the Church, fieca 
they were obliged to grant, thar the King of 
Bohemia is the Head of that Kingdom, with 
out knowing whether he be predettinated. 
Jobn Hus denies the Confequence, becaute 
Jefus Chrift is always the Head of the. 
Church, which he governs fpiritually, and to 
which he is more eflential, than the Emp 
ror to the Empire, 
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ART. IV. Chrift would better govern his 
Church by his true Difciples difperfed in the 
World, than by fuch monftrous Heads. John 
Hus thewed, that they had ne this 
Propofition from the reft of his Difcourfe to 
make itodious. Here follows what he fays 
in his Book. *‘ Though the Do&or (Zuoims) 
“« fays,that the Church Militant is fometimes 
“ without a Head, we do truly believe, 
‘* that Chrift is the Head of the whole 
“ Church, and governs her without any In- 
“ terruption, animating and gt rite, 
“ her by his Spirit till the Day of Judg- 
‘“ ment. Andthe Dottor can give no reafon 
‘‘ why the Church having been without a 
‘* Head, and lived (at leaft many of her 
‘© Members) in the Grace of Jefus Chrift, 
‘¢ inthe time of Agnes, for the {pace of Two 
““ Years and Five Months ; She could not 
‘* be likewife without a- Head many Years 
‘“‘ Jonger, fince Chrift would govern his 
‘¢ Church better by his true Difciples difper- 
** fed in the World, than by fuch monftrous 
“* Heads. After the reading of this Anfwer, 
fome faid that John Hus fet up for a Prophet. 
But he reply’d, without being concerned for 
that Raillery ; “ Yes, I maintain, that the 
‘* Church was infinitely better govérned in 
‘* the Time of the Apoftlesthan it is now, 
“* Can any one hinder Jefus Chrift from go- 
“ verning her ftill by his True Difciples, 
“ without thofe monftrous Heads? Burt, 
‘* what do I fay ? The Charch has no Head 
‘‘ at prefent, and yet Jefus Chrift governs 
“her, 


Art. V. St. Peter was not the univerfal 
Paftor of Chrift’'s Sheep; much lefs can the Ro- 
man Pontiff claim that Privilege. John Hus de- 
nied that he had expreffed himfelf thus in his 
Book ; but he owned chat he had faid what 
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follows : “ Chrift did not give the 
* World to St, Peter for bis Juritdiagn 
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nor did he confine him toa fingle j 
nv more than the other Apelites eae 
|, Went over many Countries Preaching the 
Gofpel. St. Paul, who laboured more tha 
** others, converted a great many Provinces | 
Laftly, Every Apoftse, or theVicar of each 
of them, was at liberty to convert or fer 
tle in the Paith as many Nations as he 
could ; and therefore the Jurisdi@ion of 
each of them was only limited, becaufe 
they could not be every where. 
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ART. VI. The Apoftles and the Fa; 
Minifters of Chrift, did very well often 0 
Church in Things neceffaryt0 Salvation ; and 
they may do fo again til the Day of Judgment 
though there was no Pope, Fohkn Hus was told 
again that he fet up for a Prophet : But far 
from retracting that Article,he gave the fame 
Anfwer as betore, and repeated exactly the 
fame Words.An Englifh Divine cold him that 
it was Wicliffe's Doctrine, and that he valued 
himfelf upon it, as if it was his own.There 
isno Anfwer to that Article in the Records; 
but it ought ro be obferved, that the Anci- 
ent Author of John Hus's Lite fays , He was 
not always allowed to anfwer every Thing; 
and even that feveral of the Anfwers above- 
mentioned were found in his Prifon written 
with hisown Hand. 





HOLLAND. 


T HE Literal Explication of the CXth 
Pfalm, mentioned in the IId Volume 
of your Memoirs of Literature, (pag. 154.) has 
been condemned by the late Walloon Synod 
held at Breda. 





T Weeks hence. 


HE next Memoirs will come out Three 
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